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Abstract: Habitat fragmentation is a major cause of functional disruption in plant-animal interactions. The
net effect on plant regeneration is, howeuver, controversial because a given landscape change can simultaneously
hamper mutualism and attenuate antagonism. Furthermore, fragmentation effects may emerge at different
spatial scales, depending on the size of the foraging range of the different interacting animals. We studied
pollination by insects, frugivory by birds acting as seed dispersers, and postdispersal seed predation by rodents
in 60 individual hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna Jacq.) trees in relation to structural fragmentation in the
surrounding habitat. We evaluated fragmentation at three spatial scales by measuring the percentage of forest
cover in three concentric areas around each tree of, respectively, 10-m, 20- to 50-m, and 50- to 100-m radius.
The number of developing pollen tubes per flower style and fruit set decreased in proportion to the decrease
of forest cover. Similarly, the magnitude of frugivory in focal trees was negatively affected by babitat loss. In
contrast, seed predation was bigher under plants in bighly fragmented contexts. The effect of fragmentation
was additive in terms of reducing the potential of plant regeneration. Moreover; the functional scale of response
to babitat loss differed among interactions. Fragmentation effects on pollination emerged at the largest scale,
whereas seed predation was mostly affected at the intermediate scale. In contrast to expectations from the larger
Joraging range of birds, fragmentation effects on frugivory mainly operated at the finest scale, favored by the
ability of birds to cope bierarchically with spatial beterogeneity at different scales. Given that two opposing
demographic forces (frugivory and seed predation) would be potentially affected by fine-scale features, we
propose structural scale as the primary spatial dimension of fragmentation effects on the process of plant
regeneration.

Keywords: Cantabrian Range, Crataegus monogyna, foraging range, forest availability, plant-animal interac-
tions, spatial scale, structural fragmentation

Efectos de la Fragmentacion Dependientes de la Escala sobre la Polinizacion, Frugivoria y Depredacion de Semillas
de Crataegus monogyna

Resumen: La fragmentacion del hdbitat es una de las principales causas de interrupcion funcional en las
interacciones planta-animal. Sin embargo, el efecto neto sobre la regeneracion de las plantas es controver-
tido porque un cambio dado de paisaje puede, simultaneamente, obstaculizar el mutualismo y atenuar el
antagonismo. Mds atin, los efectos de la fragmentacion pueden emerger a escalas espaciales diferentes, depen-
diendo del tamarvio del darea de aprovisionamiento de los diferentes animales interactuantes. Estudiamos la
polinizacion por insectos, la frugivoria por aves que actiian como dispersantes de semillas y la depredacion
postdispersiva de semillas por roedores en 60 drboles individuales de Crataegus monogyna Jacq. en relacion con
la fragmentacion estructural del babitat circundante. Evaluamos la fragmentacion en tres escalas espaciales
midiendo el porcentaje de cobertura forestal en tres dreas concéntricas con radios de, respectivamente, 10-m,
20 a 50-m, y 50 a 100-m, alrededor de cada drbol. El niimero de tubos polinicos en desarrollo por estilo floral
y el cuajado de frutos decrecio en proporcion a la disminucion de la cobertura forestal. De forma similar;
la magnitud de frugivoria en los drboles focales fue afectada negativamente por la pérdida de bdabitat. En
contraste, la depredacion de semillas fue mayor bajo plantas en contextos muy fragmentados. El efecto de la
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JSragmentacion fue aditivo en términos de reduccion del potencial de regeneracion de las plantas. Ademads, la
escala funcional de respuesta a la pérdida de babitat difirio entre interacciones. Los efectos de la fragmentacion
sobre la polinizacion emergieron a la escala mayor, mientras que la depredacion de semillas fue mds afectada
a escala intermedia. En contraste con las expectativas por la mayor drea de aprovisionamiento de las aves, los
efectos de la fragmentacion sobre la frugivoria operaron principalmente en la escala mas fina, favorecidos por
la capacidad de las aves para enfrentarse jerdrquicamente a la beterogeneidad espacial a distintas escalas.
Dado que dos fuerzas demogrdficas opuestas (frugivoria y depredacion de semillas) se verian potencialmente
afectadas por factores a escala fina, proponemos la escala estructural como la dimension espacial primaria
de los efectos de la fragmentacion sobre los procesos de regeneracion de las plantas.

Palabras Clave: area de aprovisionamiento, cordillera Cantibrica, Crataegus monogyna, disponibilidad de
bosque, escala espacial, fragmentacion estructural, interacciones planta-animal

Introduction

Plant-animal interactions such as pollination, seed disper-
sal, and herbivory are primary conservation targets be-
cause of their pivotal role in plant regeneration processes
(Jules & Rathcke 1999; Cordeiro & Howe 2001), plant
community structure (Wright 2002), ecosystem function-
ing (Kremen 2005; Tscharntke et al. 2005), and biodiver-
sity evolution (Bascompte et al. 2006). There is increas-
ing empirical evidence that relates the disruption of these
ecological interactions with habitat fragmentation. For ex-
ample, net habitat loss and the concomitant changes in
the habitat spatial configuration cause severe reductions
in pollinator populations and richness, decreasing repro-
ductive output and increasing inbreeding depression in
plants in remnant habitats (e.g., Aizen & Feinsinger 1994;
Young et al. 1996; Lennartsson 2002). Similarly, decreases
in numbers of frugivorous seed dispersers leads to re-
cruitment losses among plants in fragmented landscapes
(e.g., Cordeiro & Howe 2001, 2003; McConkey & Drake
20006).

The net effect of fragmentation on the outcome of plant
and animal interactions remains, however, controversial,
given that different interactions are subsequently linked
throughout the process of plant regeneration and the
same scenario that disrupts mutualistic relationships may
benefit plants by decreasing antagonistic relationships.
In fact, the results of the few known integrated studies of
fragmentation (mostly involving pollination and predis-
persal seed predation by insects) show similar landscape
responses for both pollinating and seed-predating insects,
which thus counterbalance the effects in terms of plant
reproduction (Cunningham 2000«; Steffan-Dewenter et
al. 2001; Duncan et al. 2004; but see Santos & Telleria
1994 for a system involving seed dispersal and predation
by vertebrates). This counterbalancing effect may be at-
tributed to the relative similarity between the different
interacting animals in terms of life history and mobility.

Consideration of the spatial scale of fragmentation ef-
fects is fundamental to understanding the response of
plant and animal interactions to habitat fragmentation
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(Kattan & Murcia 2002). Some response patterns are
only evident along large-scale, landscape gradients of de-
creasing habitat availability (Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2002)
or fragment size (Cordeiro & Howe 2001) or increasing
patch isolation (Steffan-Dewenter & Tscharntke 1999).
Nevertheless, fragmentation may operate at finer spatial
scales (e.g., the contact between the original habitat and
the surrounding, highly contrasting matrix; i.e., edge ef-
fects; Murcia 1995) and lead to disruption of pollination
and stronger interaction with propagule predators, which
decreases plant recruitment within the original habitat
(Jules & Rathcke 1999; Donoso et al. 2003; Lienert & Fis-
cher 2003). On the other hand stronger isolation of indi-
vidual plants may involve decreased pollination (Duncan
et al. 2004), frugivory (Guevara & Laborde 1993), and
seed predation (Holl & Lulow 1997). The effects of mod-
ifying small-scale and internal features of a habitat (i.e.,
structural fragmentation; Lord & Norton 1990) remain
less understood than landscape-level patterns.

Although the effects of fragmentation on plant-animal
interactions appear to be strongly scale dependent, few
attempts have been made to evaluate this spatial idiosyn-
crasy. Recent studies suggest particular scales of fragmen-
tation effects for different interacting groups by corre-
lating habitat availability at different spatial extents with
the abundance of pollinators, herbivores, or predisper-
sal seed predators (Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2001; Steffan-
Dewenter 2003). These scale differences may even oc-
cur among different taxonomic groups participating in
the same interaction (e.g., solitary bees, honeybees, and
bumblebees pollinating the same plant; Steffan-Dewenter
et al. 2002). The functional scale of fragmentation effects
depends on the spatial grain of heterogeneity imposed
by the particular fragmentation process (Lord & Norton
1990), and on the ability of the interacting animal to cope
with the changed heterogeneity in the plant resource
(Keitt et al. 1997, Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2002). In this
sense, larger animals with wider foraging ranges are ex-
pected to be affected by fragmentation only when it oc-
curs at larger scales (Tscharntke & Brandl 2004; Holland
et al. 2005).



Garcia & Chacoff

To examine the functioning of plant-animal interac-
tions in relation to habitat structural fragmentation, we
analyzed the network of the hawthorn tree (Crataegus
monogyna Jacq., Rosaceae) in the Cantabrian Range
(northern Spain). The system we studied included three
animal groups that differ greatly in life-history traits
and mobility: insect pollinators (flies and honeybees),
frugivorous birds acting as seed dispersers (wintering
thrushes), and rodent seed predators (woodmice). We
investigated whether the effects of fragmentation on the
different plant-animal interactions (mutualistic vs. antag-
onistic) would be additive or counterbalanced in terms
of potential plant regeneration. We evaluated the func-
tional scale of each interaction by relating its magnitude
to habitat availability at progressively larger spatial scales
around each individual plant. We predicted that fragmen-
tation effects on seed predation would mainly emerge at
fine scales, whereas pollination and particularly frugivory
would be affected at large scales.

Study Site and System

We conducted our study from 2004 through 2005 in
the Sierra de Pena Mayor (43°17'N, 5°30'W, 900-m asl,
Asturias, Spain), which is a secondary mountain of the
Cantabrian Range. The physiognomy of the area exhibits
karstic features, with limestone outcrops alternating with
areas of shallow soil. The climate of the region is Atlantic,
with a mean annual temperature of 13° C and rainfall (ap-
proximately 1300 mm) distributed throughout the year.

The landscape is dominated (approximately 75% cover)
by stony pastures and heathland (Erica spp., Ulex eu-
ropaeus L.) resulting from historical deforestation for cat-
tle grazing and, to a lesser extent, from natural fragmenta-
tion (rocky outcrops). The matrix surrounds a few large
(approximately 20 ha; Fig. 1) fragments of hardwood for-
est (Fagus sylvatica L. and Fraxinus excelsior L.) adja-
cent to fringe patches of secondary forests (dominated
by fleshy-fruited trees such as holly [llex aquifolium
L.], hawthorn, yew [Taxus baccata L.], and hazel [Cory-
lus avellana L.]) and numerous smaller (0.5- to 2-ha)
fragments of similar secondary forest. Isolated trees or
small groups of hawthorn and holly also occur scattered
through the matrix. Thus, our study area represents a
highly variegated and edge-dominated forest landscape
in which habitat loss modifies heterogeneity even at fine
scales (McIntyre & Barrett 1992).

We used hawthorn as the target plant species because
it offered a wide gradient of configurations of individual
context in the study site, from highly isolated, matrix-
embedded trees to trees within forest patches (Fig. 1).
Its population dynamic depends on plant-animal interac-
tions; it relies on pollinators to set fruit, and recruitment
is mostly limited by seed availability (Garcia et al. 2005«,

Fragmentation and Plant-Animal Interactions 3

N.PC. et al., unpublished data). We assumed that the re-
sponse of hawthorn to fragmentation would be general-
izable to other common trees in the same forests, such as
holly, that share pollinators, frugivores, and seed preda-
tors and suffer similar regeneration constraints (Garcia et
al. 2005a, 2005D).

Hawthorn is a small tree that commonly grows up to
10 m in height. Flowers are hermaphrodite, white, have
one style, with 5-25 stamens, and grow in small clusters
of 9-18. In northern Spain hawthorn flowers between
April and June, and its main pollinators are honeybees
(Apis mellifera) and flies (Diptera: Calliphoridae, Syrphi-
dae; Guitidn & Fuentes 1992). This species is partially
self-compatible, but relies on insect visits to set fruit, and
fruit set improves with cross-pollination (N.PC. et al.,
unpublished data). Fruits are single-seeded drupes, 7- to
12-mm in diameter, red when ripe (September-October),
and remain attached to the trees during fall and win-
ter. Most fruits are consumed by wintering frugivorous
birds (thrushes, mostly Turdus merula L., T. philomelos
L., T viscivorus L., and T iliacus L.; Guitian & Fuentes
1992). These birds defecate intact seeds, acting as dis-
persers. After dispersal seeds are frequently preyed upon
by woodmice (Apodemus sylvaticus) and yellow-necked
mice (A. flavicollis; Garcia et al. 2005a). Consequently,
different interacting animals (i.e., pollinators, frugivores,
and seed predators) represented a wide gradient of forag-
ing ranges (birds > insects > rodents) (Wolton & Flow-
erdew 1985; Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2002; Garcia & Ortiz-
Pulido 2004).

Methods

Fragmentation Context at Different Spatial Scales

To evaluate the variation in plant-animal interactions
along an increasing gradient of structural fragmentation,
we considered a variety of individual context configu-
rations, from isolated trees in the nonforest matrix to
trees embedded in forest fragments. We used percent
tree cover as an inverse, synthetic measure of forest frag-
mentation (Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2002). We estimated
tree cover in three nonoverlapping circular plots that sur-
rounded each focal tree at, respectively, a 10-m (hereafter
R10), 20- to 50-m (R20-50), and 50- to 100-m (R50-100)
radius (Fig. 1). Each plot represented an independent frag-
mentation context at a different, progressively larger spa-
tial scale (Tischendorf & Fahrig 2000). Measurements of
cover in R10 were made in the field by visually estimat-
ing the cover of each tree species (individuals of height
>1.5 m and dbh >4 cm) and the cover of the total projec-
tion of overlapping canopies. For R20-50 we estimated
cover as above for each of 3, 10 x 10 m, nonoverlap-
ping, alternate plots in each of four transects, following
the cardinal points extending from 20 to 50 m from a
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focal tree. Average cover from the 12, 10 x 10 m plots
was then extrapolated to the 20- to 50-m circular area.
Cover in R50-100 was measured from a geographical in-
formation system derived from orthophoto quadrat maps
(scale 1:5000) in which all focal trees had been georefer-
enced and tree cover digitized. Field and digital measures
of tree cover were strongly correlated among them (Pear-
son correlation for measures at R20-50: » = 0.948, p <
0.0001, 7 = 60).

In September 2004 we chose 60 focal trees distributed
over 75 ha (Fig. 1) for frugivory and seed predation sam-
pling. We measured tree cover in October 2004, before
leaf fall. In spring 2005 focal trees were resampled for the
pollination study. Only 37 trees from the initial pool were
included in pollination study because many trees did not
bear enough flowers for analyses. We increased the sam-
ple size to 58 by sampling the flowering tree nearest to
the original focal tree. Tree cover values were similar in
both sets of trees for all scales (paired £ test: £ < 1.7, p >
0.10, n = 21).
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Figure 1. Position of sampled
Jocal trees (black dots) and the
configuration of forest cover
(grey patches). The enlarged area
shows the concentric circles of
10-, 50, and 100-m radii used to
establish the tree-cover sampling
Dplots at different spatial scales.

Pollination

We measured the natural levels of pollination and repro-
ductive success in terms of the frequency of visits to flow-
ers by insects, the number of pollen tubes at the base of
the flower style, and the proportion of flowers bearing
ripe fruits (Table 1). Prior to sampling we visually es-
timated flower production in all sampled plants with a
logarithmic scale (0, 1: <10 flowers; 2: <100; 3: <1,000;
4: <10,000; and 5: >10,000).

We observed insect visits to flowers between 10:00
and 18:30 on sunny and slightly cloudy days with low
wind velocity and conducted censuses on 10 days dis-
tributed throughout the 2005 flowering season (27 May
to 8 June). Each census consisted of observing a flow-
ering branch for 10 minutes. The mean number of ob-
served flowers ranged between 42 and 56 (95% CI) per
census. We counted the number of open flowers, then
recorded the number of visits the flowers received, and
identified visitors to the lowest taxonomic level possible.
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Table 1. Variables used to examine the magnitude of forest fragmentation at different spatial scales and the magnitude of different plant-animal

interactions.

Variable Sampling unit®

Spatial

Measurement unit structure®

Fragmentation context
R10 tree cover (%)
R20-50 tree cover (%)

10-m radius plot (1, 60)
10 x 10 m plots in 20- to 50-m
radius plot (12, 60)
R50-100 tree cover (%) 50- to 100-m radius plot (1, 60)
Pollination
number of visits
number of pollen tubes
fruit set
Frugivory
proportion of beak-
marked fruits
Postdispersal seed predation
proportion of seed
predation

10-minute census (2-4, 54)
flower style (25-30, 56)
flowering branch (5, 58)

50 x 50 cm quadrat beneath
the focal tree (3, 60)

seed depot (3, 60)°

percent tree canopy cover (field estimation) no
percent tree canopy cover (field estimation) yes, gradient

percent tree canopy cover (GIS-based
estimation)

yes, gradient

number of visitor insects per flower yes, gradient
number of pollen tubes per style no
proportion of flowers setting fruit yes, gradient

proportion of fruits dropped by thrushes no
relative to the total number of fallen fruits

proportion of seeds preyed by rodents no

“In parentbeses, respectively, the number of sampling units per tree and the number of sampled focal trees.
b Presence and the shape, respectively, of a significant spatial structure detected by autocorrelation analysis.
“The same procedure was set up separately for bolly and hawtborn seeds (10 seeds/depot).

We performed a total of 94 censuses of 54 focal plants
(on average two censuses per plant).

We collected 25-30 styles in each of 56 focal plants,
just before the flowers started falling naturally, to esti-
mate pollen-tube density. We fixed and stored the styles
in individual microcentrifuge tubes containing FAA (for-
malin: acetic acid: ethyl alcohol, 5:5:90). In the labora-
tory we cleared styles in a 10 mL/L NaOH solution for
3 hours and stained them with 0.1% aniline blue in 0.1
mol/L K3POy4 (Aizen & Feinsinger 1994). We examined
flattened preparations with epifluorescence microscopy
(100x), counted the number of pollen tubes at the base of
each style, and calculated the average number of pollen
tubes per style per plant. To assess natural levels of re-
productive success, we marked five flowering branches
containing 25-30 open flowers per branch in each of 58
focal trees and then examined the branches on 27 June,
counting the number of developed and ripe fruits. We de-
termined fruit set as the quotient of ripe fruits per number
of flowers.

Frugivory

In September 2004 we established 3, 50 x 50 cm quadrats
beneath the canopy of 60 focal trees and collected all
fallen hawthorn fruits in the quadrats in successive fort-
nightly surveys during the dispersal season (September
to December). We considered the removal of fallen fruits
from quadrats negligible because we never observed any
thrushes eating fruits on the ground and did not find
any mammal feces containing hawthorn seeds in the
study site. We searched among fallen fruits for those
picked by thrushes from the tree but dropped as a con-

sequence of handling failure when perching, which are
easily distinguishable by beak marks on fruit surface (Sal-
labanks 1992). We counted the cumulative number of
beak-marked fruits and the total number of fallen fruits
per quadrat and calculated interaction with frugivores as
the average proportion of beak-marked fruits relative to
the total number of fallen fruits per quadrat (Table 1).
Although an indirect estimate we considered this param-
eter representative of the number of and the time spent
by frugivores perching and feeding on an individual tree
throughout the dispersal season (Sallabanks 1992). Prior
to sampling we estimated individual fruit crop size by
multiplying the average number of fruits on 10 randomly
selected fruiting branches by the total number of fruit-
ing branches per tree. The abundance of unmarked fallen
fruits was independent of a tree’s exposure to wind and
was affected primarily by the fruit crop size (multiple re-
gression; crop size: Fy s; = 256.7, p < 0.0001; R50 tree
cover (%): F1 57 = 0.1, p = 0.79; > = 0.825). Thus, con-
founding effects in the proportion of beak-marked fruits
due to differences in the number of fallen fruits driven by
tree isolation were considered negligible.

Postdispersal Seed Predation

From December 2004 to January 2005 we evaluated the
removal of seeds beneath the canopy of each focal tree
(n = 60) by predatory rodents. Previous studies reveal
that the predation rate on hawthorn seeds is much lower
than on other coexisting fleshy-fruited species such as
holly (Garcia et al. 20054, 2005b). Thus, for accurate rep-
resentation of the spatial variability in seed predation, and
given that seed deposition of holly seeds is frequent under
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hawthorn trees (see below), we used both seed species.
In each of the three frugivory quadrats we placed two
seed depots, each consisting of a 3 x 6 cm plastic mesh
(1.5-mm pore) containing 10 seeds of each species, glued
firmly to the mesh by a low odor (rainproof glue that pre-
vented seeds being dislodged by wind or rain) (Garcia et
al. 2005a). We nailed the depots to the ground 50 cm
from each other. We monitored the seeds after 2 and 4
weeks. We considered that a seed had been consumed
by a rodent if it was missing from the plastic mesh or
was still on the mesh but was gnawed and empty. No
seed removal was attributable to birds or ants (Garcia et
al. 2005a). After the first survey we only detected 31.3%
of hawthorn and 39.9% of holly total seed losses; thus,
the rate of seed predation was calculated as the average
proportion of seeds preyed on per individual tree after 4
weeks (Table 1).

Prior to predation sampling, and simultaneously to the
collection of hawthorn-fallen fruits for frugivory sam-
pling, we collected all seeds from thrush droppings found
on quadrats. These dispersed seeds belonged to holly
(87%), hawthorn (12%), and yew (1%). We calculated the
cumulative number of seeds per quadrat (the mean num-
ber of seeds per quadrat was 116.4 £ 20.1 SE) as an esti-
mate of seed resource abundance for postdispersal seed
predators beneath the canopy of focal trees. The high
frequency of sampling, the relatively low predation rate
at the beginning of the dispersal season, and the unusual
secondary dispersal guaranteed a negligible seed removal
effect on quadrats (as validated by the use of seed traps;
Garcia et al. 20054, 2005b).

Statistical Analysis

We evaluated the relationship between fragmentation and
plant-animal interaction outcomes at each spatial scale
with simple regression models. We considered pollina-
tion, frugivory, and seed-predation, dependent variables
and the percent tree cover in R10, R20-50, and R50-100
independent variables. This method enabled us to com-
pare the effect of fragmentation across plant-animal in-
teractions and scales, avoid collinearity in the indepen-
dent variables, and cope with spatial constraints with ad-
ditional straightforward tests. We tested the normality of
distribution of errors for dependent variables and, when
necessary, transformed data to the log- or arc-sine square
root (all variables fitted to normal distributions with the
exception of the frequency of flower visits by pollina-
tors and the proportion of seed predation, Shapiro-Wilk
test: W > 0.902, 0.05 > p > 0.002). Transformation of
the independent variables did not improve model fitting
substantially, so we used original values (Zar 1996). Sig-
nificant regression slopes obtained at different scales for
a given dependent variable were compared by Student’s
¢ tests.
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To assess whether flower production, size of the fruit
crop of focal trees, and the abundance of seeds beneath
focal trees affected the response of, respectively, polli-
nators, frugivores, and seed predators to fragmentation
gradients, we checked for correlations between resource
abundance and magnitude of the plant-animal interaction.
If the correlations were significant we reevaluated the re-
lationships between interactions and tree cover by con-
sidering flower, fruit, or seed abundances as covariables.

Given the implicit spatial configuration of the sampling
design, the statistical significance of the regression tests
could be affected by the presence of spatial structure in
the studied variables (Legendre et al. 2002). We checked
the spatial structure in all variables by means of Moran’s
I correlograms with 35 distance classes (50-m interval,
Legendre & Fortin 1989). We considered that the proba-
bility of Type I error in the regression analyses increased
significantly only when both the independent and the
dependent variables were spatially structured (Legendre
et al. 2002). In these cases we reevaluated the signifi-
cance of the relationships between fragmentation and
plant-animal interactions by means of Dutilleul’s £ test,
which corrects the variance and the degrees of freedom
of the correlation statistic in the presence of spatial auto-
correlation (Legendre et al. 2002). We applied this test for
coefficients of correlation between the residuals of both
fragmentation and interaction variables after fitting for a
polynomial trend-surface equation.

Another cause of increased probability of Type I er-
ror potentially affecting the results of regressions is pseu-
doreplication due to spatial overlap in the habitat sam-
pling among closely located focal trees (Holland et al.
2004). We reevaluated the strength of the relationship be-
tween tree cover and the plant-animal interactions with a
resampling technique. We used the Focus program (Hol-
land et al. 2004) to conduct each regression model 100
times, with different sets of randomly selected, spatially
independent focal trees. We considered trees indepen-
dent if they were separated by a distance that is at least
equal to the radius of the sampling area (10, 50, and 100
m). This distance resulted in <25% overlap at the largest
scale and allowed a sample size of 24 trees for each it-
eration. We obtained the average (&SE) values of the co-
efficient of determination #? for each scale, establishing
a scale hierarchy (the most significant scale of response
to habitat characteristics) that was free of overlapping
constraints.

Results

Plant-Animal Interactions and Fragmentation at Different
Scales

We observed 310 insects visiting C. monogyna flowers
during the flowering season. Flies were the most abun-
dant group (88.8% of visits; Muscoidea, 40.1%; Empididae,
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Figure 2. The number of
pollinator visits to flowers,
number of pollen tubes per
Slower style, and proportion of
Sruits per flower (fruit set) in
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29.9%; Syrphidae, 10.2%; Calliphoridae, 7.6%), whereas
honeybees accounted only for 10.1% of visits. Each flower
received a mean number of 0.28 (+0.04 SE, n = 54) visits
per 10-minute observation. The mean number of pollen
tubes per style was 8.0 (0.5 SE, # = 56). Mean fruit set
was 17.7% (£1.3 SE, n = 58). All three measures of polli-
nation were positively and significantly related to the per-
cent tree cover, but the relationship was scale dependent.
The frequency of visits to flowers was significantly higher
for trees in areas of dense tree cover, but this effect was
only evident at the largest scale (R50-100: F; s, = 4.59,
p = 0.037; Fig. 2). The number of pollen tubes per style
was positively and significantly related to the percent tree
cover at all scales. This relationship was stronger at the
intermediate (R20-50) and largest (R50-100) scales (F; 54
> 6.67, p < 0.01; all comparisons among slopes were ¢
< 1.0, p > 0.319; Fig. 2). Fruit set was also significantly
higher for those trees in areas of low fragmentation, and
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bawtborn trees as a function of
percent tree cover at different
spatial scales (R10, within 10-m
radius around focal tree; R20-50,
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represents a focal tree. Regression
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this effect was mainly expressed at larger scales (R20-50:
F1 56 =4.506, p = 0.037; R50-100: F;1 56 = 9.22, p = 0.004;
comparison between slopes: ¢ = 0.38, p = 0.669; Fig.
2). The frequency of pollinator visits to flowers was posi-
tively and significantly correlated with flower production
(r = 0.280, p = 0.040, n = 54). The effect of tree cover
at R50-100 on pollinator visitation rate was positive and
significant even after considering flower abundance as a
covariable (Fy 5; = 5.18, p = 0.030).

Fruits dropped by frugivorous birds occurred beneath
all except two sampled trees (average proportion of beak-
marked fruits 0.08 =+ 0.01 SE, n = 60). The proportion of
beak-marked fruits was strongly and positively related to
tree cover at R10 (Fy sg = 16.17, p = 0.0002; Fig. 3) and, to
alesser extent, at R20-50 (F; ss =6.57,p =0.013; compar-
ison of slopes between scales: t = 0.27, p = 0.785; Fig. 3).
Nevertheless, frugivory was unrelated to forest availabil-
ity at the largest scale (F; s = 0.39, p = 0.533; Fig. 3).

Figure 3. Proportion of
beak-marked fruits beneatbh the
canopy of focal trees as a function
of percent tree cover at different
spatial scales (R10, R20-50,
R50-100; as explained in Fig. 2
legend). Each point represents a

Beak-marked fruits (prop.)

R10 tree cover (%) R20-50 tree cover (%)

20

R50-100 tree cover (%)

Jocal tree. Regression lines and r°
values (asterisk, regression fit p <
0.05) are also shown.

40 60 80 100
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+ Holly 0.162 * .
> Hawthom 0.076 * °

Holly 0.230 *
Hawthorn 0.115 *

Seed predation (prop.)

.
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Figure 4. Representation of the
proportion (prop.) of
postdispersal predation in seeds
of bolly (filled circles) and
bawtborn (empty circles) as a
Junction of percent tree cover at
different spatial scales (R10,
R20-50, R50-100; as explained in
Fig. 2 legend). Each point

Holly 0.065 *
Hawthorn 0.036

R10 tree cover (%) R20-50 tree cover (%)

The proportion of beak-marked fruits was unrelated to
the fruit crop size of focal trees (r = 0.043, p = 0.741, n
= 060).

Rodents preyed on holly seeds in 96.6% of focal trees
(n = 60), with an average predation rate of 0.54 (£0.04
SE), whereas predation frequency and rate were lower in
hawthorn (respectively, 78.3% and 0.18 &= 0.03 SE). Preda-
tion rate was positively correlated between seed species
(Pearson’s correlation: » = 0.728, p < 0.0001, n = 60),
suggesting a strong spatial concordance in predation pat-
terns between seed species. The rate of predation was
negatively and significantly related to the percent tree
cover at all scales for holly seeds, indicating reduced sur-
vival for those seeds dispersed beneath trees in highly
fragmented contexts (Fig. 4). Nevertheless, the strength
of the relationship also varied with the observation scale
and was stronger at the intermediate scale (R10: Fy sg =
11.28, p = 0.0014; R20-50: Fyss = 17.35, p = 0.0001,
R50-100: Fy 53 = 4.01, p = 0.049, all comparisons among
slopes were ¢t < 1.45, p > 0.155; Fig. 4). Similar trends
were found for hawthorn seeds (R10: F; ss = 4.78, p =
0.033; R20-50: Fy 53 = 7.53, p = 0.008; R50-100: F; 58 =
2.18, p = 0.145; Fig. 4). Predation rate was negatively
and significantly correlated to the total abundance of
seeds beneath focal trees (holly: » = -0.542, p < 0.0001;
hawthorn: » = -0.384, p = 0.003). Percent tree cover
related negatively to seed predation rate when including
seed abundance as a covariable, but only when consid-
ered at R20-50 (holly: F; 57 = 5.51, p = 0.022; hawthorn:
F1,57 = 577,]) = 0019)

Spatial Constraints

Percent tree cover at R20-50 and at R50-100 was spatially
structured (Table 1; Fig. 5). Positive, significant Moran’s 1
values at shorter distances and negative significant values
at longer distances corroborated a gradient-type structure
(Fig. 1). A similar gradient trend appeared in both the fre-
quency of pollinator visits to flowers and fruit set (Fig. 5).
Conversely, correlograms suggested random spatial dis-
tributions for frugivory and seed predation rates (Fig. 5).
The correlations between habitat availability and fruit set
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represents a focal tree. Regression
lines and ° values (asterisk,
regression fit p < 0.05) are also
shown.

20 40 60 80
R50-100 tree cover (%)

100

were significant, or marginally significant, after spatial de-
trending (polynomial trend-surface equation with x, y and
X, y2 significant terms) and correction of degrees of free-
dom by Dutilleul’s test (residuals of tree cover R20-50 and
residuals of fruit set: » = 0.237, df = 54, p = 0.079; resid-
uals of tree cover R50-100 and residuals of fruit set: » =
0.330, df = 54, p = 0.013). The relationship between tree
cover at R50-100 and the frequency of pollinator visits to
flowers was not significant (correlation between the spa-
tial residuals of both variables: » = 0.172, df = 50, p =
0.223), indicating a potential effect of spatial position on
the decrease in pollinator visitation in highly fragmented
contexts. Focus-calculated average coefficients of deter-
mination (Fig. 6) suggested that the most important scale
of response to fragmentation was R10 for the proportion
of beak-marked fruits, R20-50 for the number of pollen
tubes per style and the proportion of seed predation, and
R50-100 for number of pollinator visits to flowers and
fruit set.

Discussion

We examined the importance of forest availability in the
functioning of several plant-animal interactions occur-
ring sequentially throughout the reproductive cycle of
hawthorn. Habitat loss altered all interactions, and trees
in highly fragmented contexts had decreased pollination
and frugivory but increased seed predation. The effect
of fragmentation across mutualistic and antagonistic in-
teractions was therefore not counterbalanced, but was
additive in terms of reduction of plant reproductive po-
tential. Nevertheless, the effects of fragmentation strongly
depended on the spatial scale, the functional scale being
characteristic of the interaction. The particular relation-
ships between habitat loss and interaction outcome and
the scale hierarchy of fragmentation effects were evident
even when we considered the quantity of resource for
interacting animals in the focal tree (flowers, fruits, and
dispersed seeds for, respectively, insects, birds, and ro-
dents) and the spatial and overlap constraints of sampling
design.
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Figure 5. Spatial correlograms, with filled circles indicating significant Moran’s 1 values (p < 0.05, for globally
significant correlograms after sequential Bonferroni adjustment) of fragmentation at different spatial scales
(percent tree cover at R10, R20-50, and R50-100, as explained in Fig. 2 legend) and the interaction variables
(number of pollinator visits to flowers, number of pollen tubes per flower style, fruit set, proportion [prop.] of
beak-marked fruits, proportion of postdispersal predation in seeds of bolly and bawthorn). Only distance classes

from 50 to 1250 m are shown.
Pollination

We observed a decrease in pollination levels and fruit set
associated with habitat loss. This pattern may be driven
by quantitative (reduced pollen load by decreased abun-
dance of pollinators; Aizen & Feinsinger 1994; Cunning-
ham 20006) and qualitative (decreased deposition of com-
patible, outcross pollen on the stigma; Duncan et al. 2004)
mechanisms. Quantitative effects appeared to be weak in
our system, as judged by the low proportion of variance in
the decay of insect visitation rate associated with habitat
loss and the spatial constraints of this relationship. The
fact that the hawthorn pollinator guild was dominated
by generalist flies, evenly abundant in forest patches and
matrix, probably precluded any strong effect of fragmen-
tation on pollinator abundance (Ashworth et al. 2004). By

contrast, the number of pollen tubes developed per style
and fruit set clearly responded to changes in forest cover
around focal trees. In the study site this species is par-
tially self-compatible, but hand-outcrossing pollination in-
creases the number of pollen tubes per style and fruit
set (N.PC. et al., unpublished data). Therefore, as shown
in other small-scale fragmentation studies (Duncan et al.
2004), our results suggest that the mechanism determin-
ing pollination decay is mostly qualitative because of the
low number of available, high-quality pollen donors in the
surroundings of focal trees (hawthorn density was posi-
tively and significantly related to total tree cover, data not
shown).

As judged by the fruit set (a parameter that combines
the numerical effect of insect visitation and the qual-
itative effect of outcrossing), the disrupting effects of
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Figure 6. Average (£SE) values of the coefficients of
determination (r°) of the regressions between percent
tree cover at, respectively, R10, R20-50, and R50-100
(as explained in Fig. 2 legend) and the interaction
variables (number of pollinator visits to flowers,
number of pollen tubes per flower style, fruit set,
proportion of beak-marked fruits, and proportion of
postdispersal predation in seeds of bolly) obtained by
Focus resampling procedure. Each regression (n = 100
iterations per scale) included 24 independent,
low-overlap sampling points (hawthorn focal trees).

fragmentation were most evident when evaluated at the
largest spatial scale. The functional scale of fragmentation
may be related to the wide foraging range and mobility
of flying insects acting as pollinators (Steffan-Dewenter
et al. 2002), fitting our earlier prediction. Nevertheless,
given that our data failed to support any strong effect of
fragmentation on pollinator abundance or activity, this
pattern may also be explained by a threshold distance for
the emergence of outcrossing effects (i.e., pollen qual-
ity drops sharply when plants are isolated far from forest
stands; Duncan et al. 2004).

Frugivory

Hawthorn trees growing in highly fragmented contexts
suffered decreased frugivory by birds, as found in other
fleshy-fruited trees (Santos & Telleria 1994; Cordeiro &
Howe 2001, 2003). Surprisingly, this fragmentation ef-
fect did not emerge at the spatial scale expected from
the large foraging range and wide mobility of thrushes
and was mostly significant at the finest scale. This pattern
may be related to a hierarchy of levels of foraging behav-
ior in these frugivores, rather than to reductions in their
population size. Thrushes can move easily among fruit-
rich patches performing high-height, broad exploratory
flights in large flocks (Garcia & Ortiz-Pulido 2004), re-
ducing their susceptibility to coarse-grain fragmentation.
Once within patches, however, birds choose in which
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tree to feed according to neighborhood fine-scale fea-
tures, such as the presence of protective canopy and co-
fruiting individuals of the same and other species (Garcia
et al. 2001; Saracco et al. 2005). As a result focal plants
that offer fruits and additional resources and protection in
nearby areas (both the abundance of fruits and the cover
by the perennial species holly and yew were positively
correlated to forest cover in R10, data not shown) prob-
ably showed enhanced frugivory, independent of their
isolation degree at a larger scale.

Assuming that our frugivory measure represented bird-
feeding activity, we would expect more seeds to be
dispersed beyond the canopy of mother plants in low-
fragmented contexts. Assessing consequences in terms
of recruitment would have required a better evaluation
of seed fate and seedling establishment exceeding the
scope of this work. Nevertheless, we believe that seed
dispersal out from under the maternal canopy is benefi-
cial for hawthorn because its recruitment is mostly lim-
ited by seed availability, and wider dispersal would lead to
colonization of microsites free from conspecifics (Garcia
et al. 20054, 2005b). In fact, dispersal to multispecific,
high-seed-density patches under heterospecific canopy
protects hawthorn seeds from predators (D.G. et al., un-
published data; see also Clark et al. 2004).

Postdispersal Seed Predation

Our findings are consistent with the results of other stud-
ies in temperate habitats that show increased postdisper-
sal seed predation due to fragmentation (Jules & Ratcke
1999; Donoso et al. 2003). These studies related increased
predation to higher densities of generalist rodents in small
fragments and edge-increased areas. By contrast, wood-
mice abundance was much lower in open matrix than in
mature and fringe forests in our site (I. Martinez & D.G.,
unpublished data). The stronger predation under more
isolated trees may therefore be related to compensatory
behavior of the scarcer seed predators, which, as sug-
gested by the effect of seed availability, would respond
negatively to seed density and richness. In fact, mice in-
habiting nearby isolated trees must cope with more het-
erogeneous (concentrated under the focal tree) and less
abundant seed resources than mice foraging in forest ar-
eas, where patches rich in more profitable seeds are com-
mon under focal trees and under cofruiting surrounding
trees (Garcia et al. 2005D).

The decrease in seed survival along the fragmentation
gradient was significant at the finest and intermediate
scales for both sampled seed species, but when consid-
ering seed abundance as a covariable, the pattern was
only significant at the intermediate scale. This suggests
that fragmentation effects are mostly governed by the
indirect effect of tree cover loss on seed availability at
the finest scale but mostly depend on landscape factors
when considering a larger scale. This functional scale of
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fragmentation is consistent with our expectations, the
stronger predictive power of the intermediate scale fit-
ting well with the home range sizes described for wood-
mice (50-m radius plot covered 7850 m? and Apodemus
sp. range extended between 1000 and 6000 m?; Wolton
& Flowerdew 1985). As for avian frugivory, a larger area
was less suitable for evaluating the response of seed pre-
dation to habitat loss because of the uncoupling between
the scale of observation and the actual scale at which the
process mainly occurs.

Conservation Implications

Our results demonstrate a scale-dependent effect of
fragmentation on different plant-animal interactions and
emphasize the need for integrative and multiscale ap-
proaches for explaining the disruption of ecological func-
tions in degraded habitats. This kind of approach identi-
fies the scale(s) at which different species perceive the
habitat depending on their dispersal abilities and foraging
ranges and improves the understanding of the role of land-
scape structure in the changes of biotic interactions as
factors shaping local populations and community dynam-
ics (Steffan-Dewenter et al. 2001; Tewksbury et al. 2006).
Our prediction on the funcional scale of fragmentation
based on animals’ foraging range sizes was only partially
fulfilled. Thus detailed consideration of animal spatial be-
havior is required in future fragmentation studies.

The spatial idiosyncrasy of each interaction adds a
source of complexity that hampers the establishment of
management guidelines for these fragmented landscapes,
given that a particular spatial grain of habitat loss may be
pernicious for a type of interaction but harmless for an-
other. Thus, effective conservation requires the identifica-
tion of the spatial scale of fragmentation that determines
the strongest disruption in the entire process of plant re-
generation. The methodological constraints and the dif-
ferences in the type of measurement of each interaction
type in our study make it difficult to evaluate directly the
combined interaction effects across scales (in terms of cu-
mulative transition probabilities of a propagule through
different regeneration phases; Garcia et al. 2005b). Nev-
ertheless, given that two opposing demographic forces
(seed dispersal resulting from avian frugivory and seed
predation) would be affected mainly by fine-scale fea-
tures, we propose structural scale as the primary spatial
dimension of fragmentation effects on the plant regener-
ation process. Further research should aim to elucidate
the degree of dependence of large-scale patterns of land-
scape fragmentation on fine-scale, structurally operating
mechanisms.

Acknowledgments

We thank S. Garcia, D. Martinez, and A. Valdés for tireless
assistance in the field and lab. J. D. Holland helped with

Fragmentation and Plant-Animal Interactions 11

Focus and J. E Sanchez assisted with GIS. N. J. Cordeiro,
D. Vazquez, K. Paige, and an anonymous referee reviewed
early versions of the manuscript. C. Francis and E. Main
corrected the English style of the text. We acknowledge a
contract “Ramon y Cajal” (MEC-Fondo Social Europeo) to
D.G., a grant from Fundacion Carolina to N.P.C., and fund-
ing from project BIOCON2003-162 (Fundacién BBVA) to
D.G.

Literature Cited

Aizen, M. A., and P. Feinsinger. 1994. Forest fragmentation, pollination,
and plant reproduction in a Chaco dry forest, Argentina. Ecology
75:330-351.

Ashworth, L., R. Aguilar, L. Galetto, and M. A. Aizen. 2004. Why do pol-
lination generalist and specialist plant species show similar repro-
ductive susceptibility to habitat fragmentation? Journal of Ecology
92:717-719.

Bascompte, J., P Jordano, and J. M. Olesen. 2006. Asymmetric co-
evolutionary networks facilitate biodiversity maintenance. Science
312:431-433.

Clark, C. ]J., J. R. Poulsen, E. E Connor, and V. T. Parker. 2004. Fruiting
trees as dispersal foci in a semi-deciduous tropical forest. Oecologia
139:66-75.

Cordeiro, N. J., and H. E Howe. 2001. Low recruitment of trees dis-
persed by animals in African forest fragments. Conservation Biology
15:1733-1741.

Cordeiro, N. J., and H. E Howe. 2003. Forest fragmentation sev-
ers mutualism between seed dispersers and an endemic African
tree. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science 100:14052-
14056.

Cunningham, S. 2000a. Effects of habitat fragmentation on the repro-
ductive ecology of four plant species in Mallee Woodland. Conser-
vation Biology 14:758-768.

Cunningham, S. 2000b. Depressed pollination in habitat fragments
causes low fruit set. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London
B 267:1149-1152.

Donoso, D., A. A. Grez, and J. A. Simonetti. 2003. Effects of forest frag-
mentation on the granivory of differently sized seeds. Biological Con-
servation 115:63-70.

Duncan, D. H., A. B. Nicotra, J. T. Wood, and S. A. Cunningham. 2004.
Plant isolation reduces outcross pollen receipt in a partially self-
compatible herb. Journal of Ecology 92:977-985.

Garcia, D., and R. Ortiz-Pulido. 2004. Patterns of resource tracking by
avian frugivores at multiple spatial scales: two case studies on dis-
cordance among scales. Ecography 27:187-196.

Garcia, D., R. Zamora, J. M. Gomez, and J. A. Hodar. 2001. Frugivory at
Juniperus communis depends more on population characteristics
than on individual attributes. Journal of Ecology 89:639-647.

Garcia, D., J. R. Obeso, and I. Martinez. 2005a. Rodent seed predation
promotes differential seedling recruitment among bird-dispersed
trees in temperate secondary forests. Oecologia 144:435-446.

Garcia, D., J. R. Obeso, and I. Martinez. 2005b. Spatial concordance be-
tween seed rain and seedling establishment in bird-dispersed trees:
does scale matter? Journal of Ecology 93:693-704.

Guevara, S., and J. Laborde. 1993. Monitoring seed dispersal at isolated
standing trees in tropical pastures: consequences for local species
availability. Vegetatio 107/108:319-338.

Guitidn, J., and M. Fuentes. 1992. Reproductive biology of Crataegus
monogyna in northwestern Spain. Acta Oecologica 13:3-11.

Holl, K. D., and M. E. Lulow. 1997. Effects of species, habitat, and dis-
tance from edge on post-dispersal seed predation in a tropical rain-
forest. Biotropica 29:459-468.

Holland, J. D., D. G. Bert, and L. Fahrig. 2004. Determining the spatial
scale of species’ response to habitat. BioScience 54:227-233.

Conservation Biology
Volume **, No. *, 2006



12 Fragmentation and Plant-Animal Interactions

Holland, J. D., L. Fahrig, and N. Cappucino. 2005. Body size affects the
spatial scale of habitat-beetle interactions. Oikos 110:101-108.
Jules, E. S., and B. J. Rathcke. 1999. Mechanisms of reduced Trillium re-
cruitment along edges of old-growth forest fragments. Conservation

Biology 13:784-793.

Kattan, G. H., and C. Murcia. 2002. A review and synthesis of conceptual
frameworks for the study of forest fragmentation. Pages 183-200 in
G. A. Bradshaw and H. A. Mooney, editors. How landscapes change:
human disturbance and ecosystem fragmentation in the Americas.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

Keitt, T. H., D. L. Urban, and B. T. Milne. 1997. Detecting critical scales
in fragmented landscapes. Conservation Ecology 1: Available from
http://www.consecol.org/voll/iss1/art4 (accessed April 2004).

Kremen, C. 2005. Managing ecosystem services: what do we need to
know about their ecology? Ecology Letters 8:468-479.

Legendre, P, and M.-J. Fortin. 1989. Spatial pattern and ecological anal-
ysis. Vegetatio 80:107-138.

Legendre, P, M. R. T. Dale, M.-J. Fortin, J. Gurevitch, M. Hohn, and D.
Myers. 2002. The consequences of spatial structure for the design
and analysis of ecological field surveys. Ecography 25:601-615.

Lennartsson, T. 2002. Extinction thresholds and disrupted plant-
pollinator interactions in fragmented plant populations. Ecology
83:3060-3072.

Lienert, J., and M. Fisher. 2003. Habitat fragmentation affects the com-
mon wetland specialist Primula farinosa in north-east Switzerland.
Journal of Ecology 91:587-599.

Lord, J. M., and D. A. Norton. 1990. Scale and the spatial concept of
fragmentation. Conservation Biology 4:197-202.

McConkey, K. R., and D. R. Drake. 2006. Flying foxes cease to function
as seed dispersers long before they become rare. Ecology 87:271-
276.

Mclntyre, S., and G. W. Barrett. 1992. Habitat variegation, an alternative
to fragmentation. Conservation Biology 6:146-147.

Murcia, C. 1995. Edge effects in fragmented forests: implications for
conservation. Trends in Ecology & Evolution 10:58-62.

Sallabanks, R. 1992. Fruit fate, frugivory, and fruit characteristics: a
study of the hawthorn, Crataegus monogyna (Rosaceae). Oecolo-
gia 91:296-304.

Conservation Biology
Volume **, No. *, 2006

Garcia & Chacoff

Santos, T., and J. L. Telleria. 1994. Influence of forest fragmentation
on seed consumption and dispersal of Spanish juniper Juniperus
thurifera. Biological Conservation 70:129-134.

Saracco, J. E, J. A. Collazo, M. J. Groom, and T. A. Carlo. 2005. Crop size
and fruit neighborhood effects on bird visitation to fruiting Schef-
flera morototoni trees in Puerto Rico. Biotropica 37:81-87.

Steffan-Dewenter, I. 2003. Importance of habitat area and landscape
context for species richness of bees and wasps in fragmented mead-
ows. Conservation Biology 17:1036-1044.

Steffan-Dewenter, I., and T. Tscharntke. 1999. Effects of habitat isolation
on pollinator communities and seed set. Oecologia 121:432-440.

Steffan-Dewenter, L., U. Miinzenberg, and T. Tscharntke. 2001. Pollina-
tion, seed set and seed predation on a landscape scale. Proceedings
of the Royal Society of London B 268:1685-1690.

Steffan-Dewenter, 1., U. Miinzenberg, C. Biirger, C. Thies, and T. Tscharn-
tke. 2002. Scale-dependent effects of landscape context on three
pollinator guilds. Ecology 83:1421-1432.

Tewksbury, J. J., L. Garner, S. Garner, J. D. Lloyd, V. Saab, and T. E.
Martin. 20006. Test of landscape influence: nest predation and brood
parasitism in fragmented ecosystems. Ecology 87:759-768.

Tischendortf, L., and L. Fahrig. 2000. How should we measure landscape
connectivity? Landscape Ecology 15:633-641.

Tscharntke, T., and R. Brandl. 2004. Plant-insect interactions in frag-
mented landscapes. Annual Review of Entomology 49:405-430.
Tscharntke, T., A. M. Klein, A. Kruess, I. Steffan-Dewenter, and C. Thies.
2005. Landscape perspectives on agricultural intensification and
biodiversity-ecosystem service management. Ecology Letters 8:857-

874.

‘Wolton, R. J., and J. R. Flowerdew. 1985. Spatial distribution and move-
ments of wood mice, yellow-necked mice, and bank voles. Symposia
of the Zoological Society of London 55:249-275.

Wright, S. J. 2002. Plant diversity in tropical forests: a review of mecha-
nisms of species coexistence. Oecologia 130:1-14.

Young, A., T. Boyle, and A. Brown. 1996. The population genetic con-
sequences of habitat fragmentation for plants. Trends in Ecology &
Evolution 11:413-418.

Zar, J. H. 1996. Biostatistical analysis. Prentice-Hall, Upper Saddle River,
New Jersey.



